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DIGEST 

Protest is dismissed for failure to set forth a detailed 
statement of the legal and factual grounds of protest where 
the protester states only that the contracting agency 
improperly rejected its proposal as technically unacceptable, 
but gives no explanation of the basis of the agency's 
rejection of its proposal or why the rejection was improper. 

DECISION 

Metal Trades, Inc. (MTI) protests the rejection of its 
proposal as technically unacceptable under request for 
proposals (RFP) No. N00024-86-R-8507, issued by the Navy for 
maintenance of Coast Guard cutters. We dismiss the protest, 
because MT1 has failed to provide adequate detail in support 
of its contention. 

MT1 argues that the Navy improperly rejected its proposal as 
technically unacceptable, but does not explain the Navy's 
basis for the rejection or why that decision was erroneous. 
Rather, the only details that MT1 provides are the questions 
posed by the Navy to MT1 during discussions held before its 
best and final offer was submitted. MT1 states generally 
that the questions and its answers demonstrate that its 
proposal was technically acceptable, but does not indicate 
which, if any, of the areas covered by the questions and 
answers formed the basis for the Navy's decision to reject 
its proposal. 

Our Bid Protest Regulations require that a protest set forth 
a detailed statement of the legal and factual grounds of 
protest and provide for dismissal of any protest that fails 
to comply with this requirement. '4 C.F.R. 55 21.1(c)(4), 
21.1(f) (1986). The regulations 'contemplate a statement 
sufficient to apprise the contracting agency of the specific 
aspects of the procurement to which the protester objects, 
rather than merely a general expression of dissatisfaction 



over not receiving an award. GTT Industries, Inc., B-220824, 
Nov. 5, 1985, 85-2 CPD 11 527. Here, we find that MTI's 
general contention that its proposal was rejected improperly, 
without any explanation of the basis for the rejection or why 
MT1 believes it was erroneous, does not meet the requirement 
to set forth a detailed statement of the legal and factual 
grounds of the protest. 

We recognize that, since award has not yet been made, MT1 has 
not yet had a debriefing at which the Navy would disclose its 
specific reasons for rejecting MTI's proposal. If MT1 subse- 
quently learns of details regarding the Navy's decision which 
establish a valid basis of protest, MT1 may file a protest 
setting forth a detailed statement of its protest grounds, 
provided that it does so within 10 working days after it 
learns the basis for the protest. GTT Industries, Inc., 
B-220824, sunra. 

The protest is dismissed. 

Ronald Berger q 
Deputy Associate 
General Counsel 
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